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99 9 Third Part of the 2 


 History of the REFPORMATION, Oc. 


Rx Heſe Papers being written 

before Biſhop Burnet's 

Death, the Reader is de- 

Erin 4 K 0 ſired to take them as they 
5 


n 
4 "SE of DN ST, BY 8 
9 eee The learned Author of 
the Hiſtory of our Engliſh 
Reformation, has in his third part lately pub- 

liſh'd, made ſome Animadverſions on the ſe- 

cond Volume of my Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory. 

Hh 23 2 What he has offer'd upon this Subject is ſo 
g gentle and inoffenſive in the Proof, that at 


* 
4 
- 


Part III. 
Pref P. 2. 40 firſt I was unreſolv'd about an Anſwer: But 


p. 6, conſidering he is N 2 to queſtion my In- 
tegrity in no ſmall Inſtance, and charge me 
with unfair Repreſentation: That I fit hard 

on the Memory of our reforming Princes, and 
varniſh- the Character of thoſe of a different 
Perſuaſion. Since he has given the Reader 


much out of Order. 


Warning of my Book , for fear it might infect 
his Orthodoxy, and lead him into ſome dan- 
gerous Miſtakes: Theſe things conſider'd, I 


not be unneceſſary : I fay a few Pages, for as 
for any length of N indication; he has given no 
manner of Occaſion for't. 17 5 {bs 
This learned Prelate offers four Inſtances to 
ſhew with what Principle, Spirit and Deſign I 
ſet out: And all theſe, LE Inſinuation, are 


they lie. 
have aſſerted, that tho! this Archbiſhop's Con- 
duct in his Diſpute with King Henry II. was 
not altogether defenſible , he was far however 


with which he is charged. The Biſhop's Re- 
mark is this: I will leave the Judgment that 


muſt be paſ5'd upon this Period, to all who are in 
any ſort acquainted with the Hiſtory of that 
255 A2 Time ©, 
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thought a few Pages, by way of return, might 


from being guiliy of that groſs Miſmanagement 


| o examine theſe as ® Id. Pref, 
Becket comes up firſt; And here 17%. 3: 
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This learned Prelate at his Triennial Viß- 
© Bp. Burnet' zation, 4 after ſome other unſupported Re- 
Charge, p. 63- marks, makes the ſoftening Becket's Behavi- 
N ne Article. And yet he's ſo. frank as to. 
neſs he never read my fir Volume; and 76 
there a Reference of ten Pages to this Þ 
ſtofy in my /econd « olumte, to juſtifie they/of- 
:tzing objected, and that in the very Place ci- 

ted by this learned Prelate. Now what incom- 

prehenſible Juſtice is it to give Sentence with- 
out hearing the Cauſe; to cenſure an Author 

without reading him; eſpecially when he re- 
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ry and ords, I vo 
mains ae Cotton Li 
This learned Prelate bei 


diſproverthe Narrative, app | 
pedient. He makes it a Fault, that theſe ſevere 
Reflections (as he calls them) are not corrected. 
This looks like impracticable Advice: For 
which way can Truth be corrected unlefs 


fers to Evidence, and points irectly to a De- 
f ; 


e Bp. Burnet, unfo rtunate Youchee. © His Author is one Wil- 

Par. I. p. 243. Jiam Thomas. This Thomas was a flaming Re- 
bel, advis'd the aſſaſſinating Queen Mary, for 
which 7/yat abhorr'd him, ſtabb'd himſelf. 
with a Pen- knife. in the Tower, and juſtify'e 
his Treaſon at hi Pxeouron Now whether 
a Perſon of this Temper | t 


9 
Princfples, who 
Stow Annal. flatter d the Memory of Henry VIII. f and 
7 850 3. +1, wrote almoſt four hundred Years after Becker's 
pag. 1 _ 4. time; whether, I ſay, the Report of ifuch a 
| ' Perſonas this ought to weigh down the Au- 
thority of eight or nine Hiſtorians who liv'd 
at the Time of the Tranſaction, had fair Op- 
portunities of knowing the Truth, and lay 
under no exceptionable Character, I leave the 
Reader to judge. But notwithſtanding Becłet 
has a Diſcharge from the hardeſt Imputati- 
ors his whole Conduct does not paſs without 
Io mention ſomething of the Diſpute be- 
tween King Henry II. and him: He is blamed 
for going upon inſufficient Grounds in the 
Controverſy. That poſſibly he overlook d the 
later Conſtitutions. in the Theodojian and Ju- 
flinian Codes , or reſted too much on che C. 
Collier, Eccl. non Law, 8 That the Exemption of Clerks 
Hiſt. Vol. 1. from the Civil Courts was no Right infepara- 
P. 373. ble from their Order, but only a Privilege 
granted by the Crown. Ahl derer ſince 
the Parliament at Clarendon Had revok'd this 
Oonceſſion, the Archbiſhop ought not to have 
inſiſted on it. h Hetis blam'd for fluctuating 
and Inconſtancy, for een retracting, 
and quitting the Kingdom without the King's 
leave. He is farther cenſur d ſor refuſing to 
return to his See upon the molt advantage - 
ous Precedents, and the beſt Terms enjoy'd 
by any of his Predeceſſors: And for breaking 


* 


hk Id. p. 374. 


ig | Prince was deep in his 


which is fglſc ? But Include 


4 


aenvering 
nmediately 


mm uh his Deatlh, ui hoi adding a op 
Word of his gol Quaktiesl. As 1c the bright! 1bil. 
part of this King's Character, I had given it 


to a conſiderable length juſt before; and to 
what purpoſe would it have been to have cloy d 
the Reader with Repetition? 

And here it may farther conſider'd, this 
ce ep in imority, not ſixteen 
at his Death; and chere fort all Misfortune in 
his Gondubt and Principles, muſt fall upon 
thoſe who form'd his > Mea „ and go- 
yern'd his Perſon. Now that thoſe Who 
#way'd in the Court, and fat at the Helm, 
were not Men of Regularity, and ftanch, 
Conſcienced, is largely conſcls'd by this Re- | 
verend Prelate. To produce ſome Inſtances: + 
He tts a memorable ® Paffage from ® 2p. Burnet, 
Ridley's Life. That when this Biſhop had be-? 288 * 
ſtow'd a Prebend in St. Paul's upon Grindall * 

« He receiy'd a Letter from the Cauncil to 
e ſtop Collation: For the King was to keep 


my” 


| that Prebend for the Furniture of his Sta- 


'«<ble.” So that it ſeems the Hotſes made part 
of the Chapter. Ar the cloſe of this Reign 
he obſerves, The untimely End of this Prince 
was lool d on as a juſt Judgment of God, upon 
'thoſe 0ho "pretended to loue aud promote a Ne- 
formation ; but "whoſe impious and flatitious 
Lives were u Neprouch to it. The open Lewd- 
neſs in Whith many live, without Shame or 
Remorſe, gave great Occuſion to their Adverſa- 
ries to ſay, they were in the right to afſert Ju- 
Pification ly Faith-withant Works, ſince they 
Were, as ro every good Work, Reprobate. Their 
groſs and infatiable {crambling after the Goods 
and Wealth, that bad been dedicated with good 
Def gs,” ho to ſuper fitious Uſes, without ap- 
plying any part of it to the promoting the Goſpel, 
rhe inſtrukting the Youth, or relieving the Poor, 
made all People contlutte, that it was for Rob- 


bery, and not for Reformation, that their m_ 
made 


* 18. Part III. made them ſo active u. To this he ſubjoyns 
. 216. an authentick Account of the Couri's indi- 
| re& Dealing with reſpe& to the Deanary of 
Norwich. VTV 
Our learned Hiſtorian goes on, to lament 
the want of Probity and Chriſtian Behavi- 
our 5 the Politicians _ Grand 3 in a 
| very ſolemn and tmpical Strain. He o reports, 
EIT Theſe Men of Diltlaion Talk'd of the Puri. 
ty of the Goſpel, while they were wallowing 

m all Senſuality and Uncleanneſs; pretending 
fo put all their Confidence in the Merits and 


Sufferings of Chriſt, while they were crucifying | 


him afreſh, and putting him. to open Shame. 

That there was no redreſs of crying Abuſes, 10 

be expetted from the Men in Power, becauſe they 

found their Account too evidently in them. That 

theſe were Men in whoſe Hands things grew 

every Day worſe and worſe; whoſe Arrogance, 

and other Diſorders, our chief Reformers were 

\ fort in ſome meaſure to connive at, that they 

might not provoke them to retard a Work, that 

could inno wiſe be carry'd on without their Coun- 

tenance and Authority, tho" they ſaw the Pre- 

Judice it brought upon them to be oblig d to ap- 

ply to, and to mate uſe of, ſuch Tools. That the 

righteous Souls of our beſt Reformers were much 

griev'd to find themſelves engag'd with Men that 

were ready to pull down, eſpecially when any 

_ thing was to be got by it; but were as backward 

in building up, as They were forward in plucking 

down. - So that They ſeem'd to deſign to leave 

all in a great Ruine. Theſe were Hindrances 

fo the progreſs of the Reformation, as they were 

both the Burthen, and the Shame of our Refor- 

mers. Our Author, in the Page before this, 

Id. p. 217. * has a great deal more to the ſame purpoſe. 

1 Tis true this Reverend Prelate bans x. the 

Mal-adminiſtration chiefly to the Beginning of 

this Reign, as if Matters mended upon the 

+14. 5. 21). Courſe f: But this Account is quickly retra- 

tP. 218. Cted, for in the next Leaf + he recollects him- 

ſelf, and aſſures us, that Things grew every day 
worſe and worſe. 

Now after all this Keenneſs and Length of 
Satyr, 1 defire he would pleaſe to recall his 
Cenſure, and not charge me with over-load- 
ing the Adminiſtration z and diſcovering a 
particular Virulence againſt the Memory of this 
„Id. p. 217. Prince p. 

His third Inſtance to diſcover the Myſterious 
Principles, and Deſign with which I wrote, 
relates to Mary Queen of Scotts. The dan- 
gerous Words are Theſe; Her Fortitude and 
Devotion were very remarkable : She ſupported 
her Character, with all imaginable Decency, 
and dyed like a Chriſtian, and a Queen d. 
And what harm is there in this? Tis no 
more than bare Juſtice to her Memory. Even 
Cambden gives her a larger Commendation 
than this comes to: And which is more, 
Queen Elizabeth is deeply cenſured for breach 
ot promiſe; for confining and maltreating this 
Princeſs : And laſtly, for bringing an Inde- 
pendent Queen her Coſin; firit to her Tryal, 
(where. ſhe had not the benefit of the Law,) 
r Cambden. and then to the Block r. | 
Eliz. But Mary Queen of Scots was a Roman 
Catholick, therefore a good word is too 
much for Her. To what purpoſe elſe can this 
paſſage be cited ? But this Learned Prelate 


q Collier. 
Eccl. Hiſt. 
Vol. II. p.60 1. 
Bp. Burnet, 
Pt. III. 
rer 


ak 


1 


Salisbury Piſitation, He throws in a clauſe for 
candid Conſtruction, and good Uſage. He 
declares bis Heart is full of - perſonal Gharity 
for Papiſts, And thanks God for this bene- By. Burnet's 
volent Diſpoſition. .' That He has 4nown many Charge, p. Cg 
Good Men amongſt them; and loved them parti- 
cularly. And ſince, within the Biſhop's Ac- 
quaintance, many Papiſis are good Men, why 
might not this Queen of. Scotts be a good Wo- 
man, and a Princeſs of great Magnanimity, 
as Cambaen reports Her? And if fo, tis ptetty 
plain, Her Character is not over-flouriſh'd.- - 
The laſt exceptionable Inſtance is taken 
from a ſhort parallel, drawn between Queen! 
Elizabeth, and her Siſter Queen Mary, with 
Reference to the Church; And here this 
Learned Prelate, tho' he gives no reaſon for't, 
would have his Reader believe the Compari- 
ſon leans too much to the Advantage of the = 
latter *. To this I anſwer, 55. Burnet, 
1/}, The Parallel runs all by way of Quere; 5. we 
and nothing is directly aſſerted. My Words © 3 
ſtand thus: May it not be affirm'd the one made 
Martyrs in the Church, the other Beggers ? The 
one executed the Men, and the other the Eſtates ? 
And therefore reſerving the Honour of the Re- 
formation to Queen Elizabeth, the Queſtion 
will be whether the Reſuming the Firſt Fruits 
an Tenths, putting many Vicarages in a deplo- 
rable Condition, and ſettling à perpetuity of 
poverty on the Church, was not much more pre- 
judicial than Fire and Faggot ? &c u. Thus we u Collier's 
ſee every Thing is put by way of Queſtion ; Fecdt. Hiſt. 
and refer'd to the Reader's Deciſion. And ”*! 1 go 
where nothing is affirm'd, one might have , 
98 nothing would have been charg'd. 
ut | 
240%, Suppoſing theſe Queres turn'd into 
Affirmations, which is more than the words 
will bear, are not the Facts undoubted, and 
the Inferences beyond contradiction? Is not 
Queen Mary ſaid to have made Martyrs? And 
does rhe perſecuting Truth, and burning 
People for Orthodoxy, come near a Com- 
mendation ? The Honour of the Reformation 
is reſerved for Queen Elizabeth: And is not 
this a remarkable Prefcrence ? on the other 
ſide, were not all the Impropriations veſted 
in the Crown, were not the Fir Fruits and 
Tenths, return'd by Queen Mary to the 
Church? This laſt our Learned Hiſtorian 
commends as a noble Inſtance of Bounty v. He Bp. Burnet's 
likewiſe obſerves that Impropriations are the Hit. Bt. III. 
True Patrimony of the Church, and that P. 33": 
the granting them away, has put a great 
part of our Clergy under crying Neceſſities x. 
And does not Queen Elizabeths conduct 
fall under Diſadvantage upon both theſe Con- 
ſiderations? Does not Poverty in the Clergy 


x Ibid. 


; breed Ignorance and Contempt ; call them 


off from their Buſineſs, and weaken their 
Character? And muſt not the Laity be loſers 
in their Biggeſt Intereſt, and ſuffer deeply 
upon this ſcore? without doubt they mult, 
unleſs Chriſttanity is an impoſturous Contri- 
vance, and Heaven aud Hell no better than 
Romance. What Biſhop of primitive Conſci- 
ence and Courage would not willingly go to 
the Stake to reſcue Religion from ſuch a {tate 
of Impotence? Now that thele crying Nece/- 
ities were in a great meaſure brought upon 


was of another mind laſt Summer. For at the 


ö 


the Church by Queen Elizabeth's Admini- 
B | ſtration, 


I Bp. Burnet's 
Fe. p. 4. 


v 


Difference between the Ordinall publiſh'd in 


* 1d, ibid. 


2 Id. Hiſt. Ref. 


come ſomewhat Clofer, is ſufficiently confeſ- 
Ted by this Learned Hiſtorian. And therefore 
for 2 thing that has hitherto ap- 


Edition of the Ordinall, in the Lambeth Li- 
r this is putting the Matter up- 


ation between the Lambeth print, and the 
ſages tranſcribed in his Hiſtory; and whic 


Nration, is too evident to be deny'd :, And to! 


_ I ve as diſintereſted and defenti- 
le a Norion of the 

Chartch, as'this Reverend Prelate . 
This Learned Prelate proceeds to complain 
Fhaye not done Him juſtice in denying the 


King Edu, VIs Reign; and that now in 
uſe.” * And for This He appeals to the firſt 


brary# 1 
on a fair 1 Did 
But here it may beobſerv'd He owns a vari- 
al- 
1 is 
more, He is ſo kind as to prove it?. And 


Happineſs or Mijery of «| 


* 


4 
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ſecrating Biſhops had this Mark of Authority 
in theirs, yet there is a Mamſcript Marginal 
Note, for putting the Paſtoral Staff into the 
conſecrated Biſhop's Hand: And this Note 
has a line ſtruck through for Deletion 
Now, notwithſtanding from this Deletion 
and the Print, we may certainly conclude this 
Ceremony was then omitted: However, this 
Marginal Hint ſeems to refer to a former 
Cuſtom, and poffibly to what was practis'd 
ſince the Reformation But whether enjoyned 
tho Ordinall of 1549, is more than can be 
W „ 
But granting this Note refers to the Ordi- 
na laſt mention d, this Learned Prelate may 
loſe by the conceſſion another way: For the 
Ordinall printed by Grafton and Whitchurch, An. 
T1552, ; tells us nothingof a Chalice, either with 
Bread in't, or without it, put into the Priefts 


* 


5 In the Lam- 
beth Library. 


Pt. II. 

Book 1.9. 149. 
compared with 
Hiſt. Ref. 

PE IH. 
Pref, p. 4. 


tho' He calls it a fall variation, tis plain by] hand, neither is there any written Marginal 

his own "Account, there are ſeveral ſolemn | Note to point towards any ſuch Ceremony 
circumſtances omitted. Þþh>. I practis d ſince the Reformation. Thus Maſon 

- 2dly, There's not only omiſſion, but con- | 1s poſitive that no conſecrated Plate was deli- 

tradition, between the Reports of this mart- | ver'd to the Prieſt by the Reform d Ordinall h. Maſon. 
ter. In the 2d Part of his Hiftory of the | But this is affirm” by our Learned Hiſto- 9 52 
Reformation, This Learned Prelate affirms, | rian i. The circumſtance related is wonder- By. Buimet's 
a that by the firſt Reform'd Ordinall, there was | ful. He tells us that by the Rubrick of the Hiſt. ref 
nothing more in the Conſecration of a Biſhop, | Ordinall printed 1549, the te Profs the br. II. ). 144. 


; © Pag. 144. 


than what is now in nſ#, ſave that a Staff was | Chalice with Bread in't, into the Prieft's Hand Pt: III. Pref. 
Put into his Hand with this Bleſing, Be to] at his Ordination Kk. Now this 
the Flock of Chꝛiſt a Shepherd. But in| is altogether without precedent. Tis true, Ibid. 
the Preface to his 3d Part, Þ He tells us the | the Church of Rome po theſe laſt 6 or 700 
Rubrick appoints the Archbiſhop 10 lay the] Years have put the Paten with Wafers into 
Bible on the conſecrated Biſpop's Neck, and] the Prieſt's Hand; But that the Chalice with 
ſay give heed to Reading. | Bread without Wine, was given him at his 
The Ordinalls perus'd by me were printed | Ordination, was never the cuſtom of the An- 
by Grafton and Whitchurch, in the year 1752. I cient or Modern, of the Greek or Latin, of 
I thought them then the firſt Editions, but the Reform'd or Unreform'd Churches I. Se my Ec- 
am now convinc'd there was an Ordinall pub- | Here therefore I muſt crave an Oyer of the 8 1 88 
liſh'd in 1549. However, That this laſt] Record; for till the Book appears, I cannot 289, 290. 
mention'd, differs from the other two, is] Reſign. | 8 
more than I can yield, till better inform'd. | After enquiry in other places, I ſaw this 
My Reaſons are, (1ſt,) becauſe neither the | Ordinall in the Lambeth Catalogue. The 
Act of Parliament, which confirms the Or- Claſs, and Figures, are particularly mark'd : 
© 5,6 Edw. 6. Jinall ©, nor the Church where ſhe ſpeaks to | But upon adiligent ſearch, neither the Num- 
Ia 8 this matter in her Articles, takes notice of | ber for Direction, nor the Book are fo be“ 
any Alteration. I cite the Act of Parliament, | found: tis therefore either loſt, or much miſ- 
becauſe tho' it mentions Alterations in the | lay'd. I'm forry I miſs'd ſucceeding, becauſe 
Common Prayer, there is nothing ſaid of any | twas Here the Biſhop ſaw it lately, and Hither 
Difference in the Ordinall. (2dly,) Maſon | He appeals m. | m Bp. Burnet. 
who liv'd in Queen Elizabeth's Reign, wrote] I have waited ſeveral Weeks for this Book: 1 8 10 
upon this Argument, and one would think | And going again to Lambeth, I'm inform d the p. . 
ſhould know matter of Fact; This famous] Archbiſhop has taken it out of the Library 
Defender of the Engliſh Clergy, aſſerts ex- into his Study: But an Accident having lately 
preſly, that the Ring, the Paſtoral Staff, the] happen'd in his Family, twas not thought 
Oy, &c. were retrench'd in the Reform'd Or- proper to trouble Him for a fight on't. Here 
dDe Miniſt. Ainall d. That Parker was the firſt Archbi- I ſaw Dr. Gib/on's Codex Canonum, &c. who 
Anglic- P. 356. ſhop conſecrated by this New Ordinall: And referring to this Ordinall, mentions the Pa- 
that the ſame Form us'd in the Reign of Ed- oral Staff put into the Biſhop's Hand, and 
ward VI. and ſtill retain'd in the Church of | the Chalice with Bread, into the Prieſt's: 
e1d. pag. 357» England, was obſery'd at this Solemnity ©. | Now if this Gentleman tranſcrib'd from the 
358. Now at Parker's Conſecration the /n/irument | Ordinall, (which ſeems probable) and not from 
informs us in ſo many words, that there was] Biſhop Burnet's Second Part of the Hiſtory 
f Nullum Ar- no Paſtoral Staff put into his Hands f. Thus of the Reformation; I muſt own my ſelf mi- 
chiepiſcopo the Reader may ſee if I was ſomewhat mitta-| ſtaken : ſuppoſing this, the Grounds I went 
can at ken, I had good Authority for my excuſe. upon, had itrong appearances of Truth. 


2 And here I make no {cruple to confeſs, | I confeſs the Doctor's making bis Re- 


Supplement to Ane hes 
M Di that the Ordinall in the Common Prayer Book ! ferences to 2 and 7 E. VI. is what I don't 
_ N Kae For the firſt Ordinall 


cremony k By. Burnet 


b pag. 4. 


Ftionary. printed by Richard Grafton, An. 1552, and perfectly un Tana, 

- 5 ei in 5 Lambeth Library, tho' it mentions | was drawn in the za, and publiſh'd in 
Eccle, iſt nothing of putting the Paſtoral Staff in the] March, when the 4th Year of this Reign Was 
vol. 2. p. 461. conſecrated Biſhop's Hand, nor that the Con- I newly begun. In the 5th and 6th Year of 


this 


* 


this Prince, the” Con non Prayer Revie wid 


Was confirm'd by 4# of Parliament, and 


printed by Grafton with the Ordinall annext, 
in which the Geremonies above - mention d are 
all omitted. But if the Dr's References are 


either miſ- printed, or elſewhere explain d, 


my doubt is ſo far ſatisfy d. After all, in. 
ſpecting the Book is the fulleſt Evidence. And 
here if the View happens to go againſt me, 1 
can better afford to be ſomewhat miſtaken 
than the Biſhop. For granting him right in 
this Remark, he is plainly wrong in all the 
reſt. AT Ate | {4s 
This Learned Prelate charges me with chang- 
ing a very material Word in the Rubrick of the 
Common Prayer in K. Edward'stime, The De- 
ſign of this Rubrick, made at the Review of the 


| Liturgy , was for explaining the Poſture of 


n Bp, Burnet. 
Pt. III. 
Pref. p. 5. 


* Ibid. 


Kneeling at the Euchariſt, to an inoffenſive 
Sence. And where lies the exceptionable 
Word? 'Tis in putting Copporal Pꝛeſence, 
of Chriſt's Natural Fleſh and Blood, inſtead ot 
Real and Efſential *. This Alteration it 
ſeems brings up a very different Meaning, for 
the Aſrtors of Tranſubſtantiation, neither do, 
nor can pretend, there's any ſuch Corporal Pre- 
ſence : N o; They affirm the Body is not pre- 
ſent Corporally, but Spiritually, or as a Spirit 
is preſent o. To this I anſwer, that notwith- 
ſtanding it has ſo happen'd that Corporal is put 
inſtead of Real and Efential, this Change of 
the Terms is not at all azerial. Which 1 ſhall 
prove, ; _ 
1. From the Rubricł in K. Edward'sReign. 
2 dy. From the Doctrine of the Church of 
ome. 1 
a iſt. From the Rubrick. This Direction, as 
this Learned Prelate reports it, declares, That 
by Kneeling no Adoration is intended to any Bt: 


al and Eſſential Pre/ence of Chriſt's Natural the Real Preſence, are plainly oppos 


Fleſh and Blood. For the Natural Body and 
Blood of our Saviour are in Heaven, and not 
bere.: It being againſt the Truth of Chriſt's Na- 
zural Body, to be at one time in more places then 
one. 

From hence 'tis plain, that Real, and 
Eſſential, and Cozpozal Pre/erce, are Terms 
of an equivalent, and tantamount Sence. For 
the Rubrick informs us, there's no Adoration 


intended to the Real and Efential Preſence of 


Chriſt's Natural Fleſh and Blood. Why ſo? 
Becauſe the Natural Body and Blood of our Sa— 
viour, are in Heaven, and not here : It being 
againſt the Truth of Chriſt's Natural Body to be 
at one time, in more places than one. 

The Kubrick goes upon this Ground: 
Where our Saviour's Natural Fleſh and Blood, 
are really and eſſentially preſent ; they mult be 
preſent in the Eſſential Properties of a Body. 
That is, to ſay nothing farther, They muſt 
have partes extra partes, beextended, and im- 
penetrable : But ſuch a Preſence, the Rubrick 
tells us, is impoſſible , becauſe is againſt the 


Truth of Chriſt's Natural Body, to be at one time 


in more places than one. But if Real, Eſſential 
and Coꝛpoꝛal, did not mean the ſame thing, 
'twould not be againſt the Truth of Chriſt's Va- 


-tural Body, to be at one time in more places than 


one : Becauſe by this Conſtruction, our Savi- 
our's Body might be Corporally preſent only in 
one place, and yet at the ſame time be Really 
and Eſſentially, that is Spiritually preſent, at 


8 ö . 
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the greateſt Diſtances, which is plainly deny- 
ed by the Rubrick.. Farther, as another Ra- 
ſon againſt Adoration, tis affirm d that zbe 
Natural Body and Blood of our Saviour, are in 
Heaven and not here. But if Real, ESentia! 
and.'C0zpo2al, are not of the Rape | Significa- 
tion, in this Rubrict, what ſhould hinder our 
Saviour's Natural Body, from, being in Hea- 
ven, and here, at the 5 Inſtant ? For con- 
ſidered with tangible Qualities, and the other 
Train of Coꝑpoteity, twas only in Heaven: 
And Pe „under the Notion of an immaterial 
Privilege, and a Spiritual! Preſence,” it might 
be on Earth at che ſame time. Beſides, the 
Rubrick made in Edward VI. Reign, and that 
now uſed, give the ſame Reaſons againſt Ado- 
ration; from whence it follows, that the Re- 
at, - Effential, and Cozpozal Preſence, muſt 
come under the fame Meaning : For if the 
Manner of Preſence denyed in one Rubrick , 


1 1 85 for prohibiting Adoration could not 
old. Ig 

24, By the Doctrine of the Church of Noe 
the Real, Efential and Corporal Preſence in 
the Holy Euchariſt, are only different Words 
for the ſame Thing. ö 

Thus Philpot, Archdeacon of Wincheſter, is 
pronounced an Heretick for denying the Real, 
that is the Corporal Preſence of Chriſt's Body 
and Blood in the Sacrament of the Altar d. 

Dr. Humphreys, amongſt other things, com- 
plains, that upon Q. Elixzabeth's Acceſlion to 
the Throne, the Article in K. Edward's Reign 
of the Spiritual Manducation, which clear ly con- 
traditted the Real Preſence, and gave a full Hu- 
planation of the true Doctrine, was now pub- 
liſh'd maim'd and dock'd r. | 

Thus we ſee the Spiritual Manducation, and 


was different from that in the other, the ſame 


q Fox. p. 580. 


r Bp. Burnet. 


Hiſt. Refor. 
: Pt. III. Records 
d. and Book VI. 


mention'd as Contradictions to each other. Numb. 79. 


And does it not follow from hence, that in 
Dr. Humphreys's Opinion, the Real and Corpo- 
ral Preſence were no more than two Words 
tor the ſame Meaning ? 

Laſtly, Whereas this learned Prelate ſug- 
geſts the A/ertors of Tranſubſtantiation don't 
maintain a Corporal Preſence ; for this muſt be 
his Opinion, otherwiſe his Recital has no man- 
ner of Force in't : I ſhall prove from authen- 
tick Authorities, that the Corporal Preſence 
has been the Doctrine of the Church of Rome, 
ever {ance the pnblick defining of Tranſub/tan- 
71ation. And tho' I'm not ignorant, that ſome 
Members of that Church, affirm that our Sa- 
viour's Body, is not preſent Corporally, but Spi- 
ritually, or as a Spirit is preſent; yet we are 
not to take the Sence of a Communion from 
ſuch private, unauthoriz d Hands. To put this 
Matter out of doubt, (which one would have 
thought need not have been proyv'd) I ſhall 
only give two or three undeniable Inſtances. 

Firſt, The Council at Rome under Gregory VII 
obliged Berengarius to recant in this Form, that 
by the myſterious Force of the Conſecration, 
the Bread and Wine are truly, properly and 
ſubſtantially changed into the true, proper and 
quickening Body and Blood of our Lord Je- 
ſus Chriſt. And Archbiſhop Landfrant, in 
his Anſwer to Berengarius, comes up to the 


ſame Form, and ſpeaks plainly tor a Corporal 
Preſence. 
Secondly, 


Anno Dom, 
1078. 


An. Dom. 


+3 © 


The famous Council of Latera 


Secondly, I. Famous Ce JL 
under Innocent III. maintains, That in the 


* 


4 


„ 


* Sacrament öf the Altar, the Bread by the 


% Divine Omnip6tence . is Tranſubſtantiated 


& into our Sayioiit's Body, and the Wine into 
bis Blood; that for the compleating the 


Concil. 
Lahb. and 
Coſſart. Tom. 
e 


'« myſterious Union between Chriſt, and his 
« Church, we may receive his Humane Na- 
ture, as he was pleas' d to take ours. 
Now if the Cobucil believed our Saviour's 
Humane Nature was received in this Sacra- 
ment, as He took ours, they muſt by conſe- 
quence maintain the Corporal Preſence in the 
JJ ZHENG 
I ſhall conclude this Matter with the Cate- 
chiſinus ad Parochos, drawn by a committee 


_ -appointed by the Council of Trent, and ſtand- 


ing on the Authority of that Synod. _ 
This Carechi/me, made for the Inſtruction 
of the Pariſh Prieſts, acquaints us, that by the 


Words of Conſecration, The True Body of 
* our Saviour, that Body which was born of 


< the Bleſſed Virgin, and fits at the Right 
Hand of the Father in Heaven, is preſent in 


e this Sacrament. And to make the Ortho- 


.doxy of this Article more apparent, The 
“ Parochial Clergy are put in Mind to cite 
ce our Saviour's Words in their Sermons, This 
is my Body, and explain them to a literal 
% Sence. : | 

« And Laſtly, They are ta inform their Au- 


© Jience, that whatever is included in the 


w Offi & 
Nervos. 


x Catechiſm. 
ad Paroch. 

P. 189, 193. 
Edit. Lugdun. 


« Effence and compoſition of a real Body, for 


 < Inſtance, Bones and Nerves w, are contain'd 


and preſent in this Sacrament - They are 
farther to inſtruct their People, © That the 
„ whole Perſon of Chriſt, the Divine and Hu- 
„ mane Nature, are join'd in this Myſtery : 
That the moſt comprehenſive Idea of both 
© theſe Subſtances, and whatever is conſequent 
© to the Notion and Integrity of either of 
«© them; That is the Divinity, and entire Hu- 
“ mane Nature; By which is to be underſtood, 
ce the Soul, the Blood, and all the parts of the 
«© Body: All this compaſs of Nature, Properties, 
“ and Parts, are to be believ'd preſent in the 
« holy Euchariſt x. Now whether theſe Teſti- 
monies don't amount to more than a Bod)'s 
being ſpiritually preſent, if there's any Sence in 
that Expreſſion, I leave the Reader to judge. 
There is one extraordinary Obſervation in 
this Paragraph, which muſt not be overlook'd. 
This Learned Prelate obſerves, that the chang- 
ing the Real and Eſſential, into the Corporal 
Preſence, was chiefly procured by one D. P. G. 
ſoon after the Reſtoration of King Charles II. 
That the Perſon hinted by theſe Capitals, had a 
very extraordinary Subtilty for reconciling the 
Opinion of a Real Preſence in the Sacrament, 
with the laſt words of the Rubrick. © That 


„the Natural Body and Blood of Chritt, 


“ were in Heaven, and not here, &s. And 
to what Expedient did He apply to bring theſe 
wonderful Things to a Contittency ? Why he 
diſengaged the Difficulty thus: A Body is in 
a Place, if there is no intermediate Body, but 


a Vacuum between it, and the Place. And He 


y Bp. Burnet's 


Tit. Ref. 
Pt. iii. 
Pref. p. 5. 


thought that by virtue of the words of Conſecra- 
tion, there was a Cylinder of a Vacuum be- 
tween the Elements, and Chriſt's Body in Hea- 
ven; ſo that no Body being between, it was 
both in Heaven and in the Elements J. 5 


— 


the way, this D. P. G. who was guilty of 


great a Character for Learning, and Piety, 
as any then living in the Kingdom. As to 
the odd Manner of explaining this Myſtery, 
I ſhall ſay nothing; But tis plain the Doctrine 
comes home to Conſubſtantiation. But that 


the famous Biſhop Gunning was a Lutheran in 


this Point, is a Diſcovery I never heard of. 
But let D. P. G. ſtand for whom you 
pleaſe; He muſt certainly be ſome Perſon of 
Figure, who had a Sway in the Convocation. 
Now I deſire to know to what Purpoſe he 
ſolicited for this Alteration in the Rubrick ? 
Upon what Motive did he procure the 
Change of the Real, or E/ential, into the 
Corporal Preſence ? Did he ſuppoſe, tho' the 
Expreſſion was altered, the Doctrine continu- 
ed the ſame? If this was his Belief, what 
made him preſs for Amendments? To refine up- 
on our Firſt Reformers, can't well be done 
without ſomething of Reflection: Conſtan- 
cy, as to Form and Opinions in an Eccleſiaſti- 
cal Legiſlature, is a recommending Circum- 
ſtance, and argues a wiſe Settlement. This 


ſtrong Reaſon or Neceſſity for the Change; 
That is, He muſt ſuppoſe the Word Corporal 
comprehended a groſſer Idea, and conveyed 
the Doctrine of Trans, or Conſubſtantiation 


Nowntf_he believed the Term Corporal, de- 
livered a different and bigger Meaning; what 
made him relinquiſh his own Alteration, and 
ſtick to the old Word Real ? That he did ſo, 
is plain: For as this Learned Prelate aſſures 
us; He invented the Cylinder of a Vacuum, to 
reconcile the Opinion of the Real Preſence with 
the laſt words of the Rubrick. But enough of 
this Matter ; for by this time, I doubt not 
the Reader will ſee, that tho” a ſingle Word 
was miſtaken, the Sence remains perfectly the 
ſame. | 

But now at taking leave, I have a parting 
Blow. This Learned Prelate is pleas'd to ſay, 
He ſhould have a better Opinion of my Integrity, 
if 1 had profeſſed my ſelf not to be of his Com- 
munion, nor of the Communion of any other 


well Aim'd, the Smart would have been pret- 
ty ſenſible ; but as it happens, the Mark is 
quite miſſed, and I feel no Pain about it. 
I'm afraid our Learned Hiſtorian has fallen a 
little into Cardinal Pole's Misfortune, that he 
turn'd his Mind moſtly to Eloquence ; for here's 


True, the Eloquence muſt be Falle * 
Rhetorick is nothing but Reaſon well Dreſs'd 
and Argument put into Order. 

However, that the Reader mayn't truſt too 
far to the Figure of the Title Page, and be 
miſled by a Cm Authority, I ſhall endea- 
vour to remove the Imputation. And here I 
ſhall be brief in the Recital, and refer to Vo- 
lume and Page for Juſtification : To begin 
with the Pope's Supremacy z This claim is en- 
deavoured to be diſprov'd from the Stile of the 


From a Synod of the African Fathers in the 
| Cafe 


this /olemn piece of Folly *, muſt be no worſe : bid. 
Man than Dr. Peter Gunnzng : A Bilhop of as 


| Perſon therefore mult believe there was ſome 


with fuller Evidence, than Rea}, or E/ential. 


Proteſtant Church a. Had this Stroke been * Pref. p. 6. 


2 N 1 a N 


much more Declamation than Argument b. Tho' b Bp. Burnet's 
if Im not miſtaken, unleſs the Logick is H,. Rel. 


For Pr. iii. p. 1 26. 


firſt Council of Arles, © from the Council of © Fccle/. m 
Sardica, and the general Council of Epheſus; V... Iss, 


Caſe of Apiarius; where they inſiſt on their 

.-...... .own Independance, and forbid Appeals to 

2 14; 5. 32. Tranſmarine Churches 4. From the Brits/b 
33» 6. Churches, diſowning Austin the Monk's pe 
| 14.7. 36, 7. tences to Superiority, refuſing Submiſſion 
to Pope Gregory the Great ; and from the Diſ- 


courſe between the Emperour Conſtamtius, and 
e Id. Vol. II. Liberius o 5 ied tg I fire, 
A Tranſubſtantiation ſhew'd not to be the 


£14. vl J. Doctrine of the [Engliſh Saxon Church . 
5. 204, 6 The two famous Teſtimonies of St. Chry/oftom 
s Id. p. 262. and Theodore, brought againſt it 8 : The 
v Id. Vol. II. Antient Greek Liturgzes Cited to this purpoſe ® : 
2. 260. And Philpot's, Cheyney's, and Cranmer's Ar- 
_ zument mention'd with Approbation 
i Id. p. 356 The Hildebrandine Claim of TemporalPower 
7, 8, 368. over Princes, together with the Bulls of Ex- 
communication fulminated againſt King Hen- 
ry VIII, and Queen Elizabeth, are cenſur'd 
x 14. 5 98, with ſufficient Piſlike k. 5 
153, 263. Giving the Laity the Holy Euchariſt only 
under one kind, remark'd a Departure from 
the Practice of the Catholick Church, for more 
Id. vol. I. than a thouſand Years together rt. 
5. 480, 1. The Worſhip of Images prov'd an Inno- 
vation from the Teſtimonies of St. Epiphani- 
m Id. p.65,6, #5 and Pope Gregory the Great m; from the 
1 39,14®,I4T- Councils of Frankford, and Paris; from. the 
Caroline Books, and from the Remonſtrance 
of the Engliſb Church at that time. Far- 
ther, The Statutes againſt the Lollards, the 
Executions upon Heterodoxy, whether real or 
8 and the Cruelties on the ſcore of 
eligion in Queen Mary's Reign, are related 
as counter- methods to the Spirit of Chriſti- 
anity, and condemn'd, in the Caſe of Priſcilli- 
an by the Antient Church: And that in Eng- 
land, as low as the Reign of Edward III. 
Impriſonment, and not Burning, was the Pu- 
n Id. Vol. I. niſhment for Hereticks Convict n. 
5. 616, 17, There is likewiſe an Endeavour to prove 
yol. II. 7. 382, that Prayers in an unknown Tongue, are plain 
37: preg Deviations from Seripture and Antiquity 9. 
1 And Laftly, Tis obſerv'd that the Council 
. of Trent's ſetting Scripture and Tradition upon 
an equal Foot of Authority, and extending the 
p Conc. Trid. Canon to the Apocrypha ?, has diſſerv'd the 
Se. iv. De- Union of Chriſtendom 9, and gone off from 
2 - _ *: Catholick Tradition r. Ft. | 
: gal. Theſe, as far as I underſtand, are the main 
Hiſt. Vol. II. Points in Controverſy: This Diſagreement is 
Prefat. p. 4. the Partition Wall between the two Churches 
and Vol. H. of England and Rome; this fixes the Gulph, 
? 123.1 11, and makes a Coalition imprafticable. And 
5. 2535 0 255. Which way a Man that defends the Reform'd 
| Side of all theſe Queſtions, can be fairly charg'd 
with Popery, is wholly beyond my Compre- 
henfion. 5 1 s 
But it may be Ihave run my ſelf upon Con- 
tradictions; pull'd down what I have built, 
diſclaim'd Popery in one Part, and maintain'd 
it in another. I confeſs ſuch Miſcarriages 
are not without Example. Some celebrated 
Mriters have fallen into Misfortunes of this 
kind. However, I challengeany Man to prove 
me guilty of any ſuch Inconſiſtency, in either 


of the Folumes z or that I have aſſerted ſo 


much as a ſingle Propoſition inſinuated in the 
Charge, either on the Heads above-mentioned, 
or any other. Hi 
I'm ſenſible ſome People count the Govern- 
ment and Practice of the Primitive Church, 


g 8 
: < ( — * 
» + « 
| « \ - 5 
49) 
4 


if ſuch Relations ſhould give an Impreſſion, 


5 


and the decent Solemnities in Divine Worſhip, 
Remains of Popery. I own my ſelf by no 
Means inclined to theſe Modern Extremities. 


To oppaſe every Thing behev'd and pradtis'd 


in the Church of Rome, is little leſs than Di- 
ſtraction. At this rate, we muſt throw away 
the Creed, and the Bible. And as King James J. 
argued againft the D:/enters, The Papiſts wear 
Shoes 25 Stockings, therefore due muſt go Bar- 


foot ſ Zonfe: 
at Hampton- 


Ye or 40 a iſ Confermmee i 

Jo return, If the arguing on the Reforina- 
tian Side in the Points above-mention'd; are — 
ſufficient Diſcharges of Imputations towards 
Popery, 1 hope I may have given Satisfaction, 
bog N theres no claſhing, or 

ling foul of one Place upon another. 

But if tis farther required I ſhould have 
ſtrain'd Ambiguities to the hardeſt Conſtruction, 
made tragical Repreſentations, and deliver'd 
my ſelf in rough Language without Decency 
or Ground; that I ſhould have beſtow'd ſome 
warm Periods to exaggerate Matters, to highten 
Differences, and widen the Breaches in the 
Catholick Church: If 'twas my Buſineſs to 
foment a Spirit of ill Nature, to enflame Ani- 

oſities, and exaſperate one Diviſion of Chri- 
ſtians againſt another: That I ſhould, have 
given, ſome loud repeated Warnings to ſecure a a 
Quarter, where the Garriſon. is always upon 
Duty, and the Place ſufficiently fortifyed : 
That I ſhould have conjur'd up Mormoes, 
ſounded an Alarm againſt imaginary Dangers, 


and made People Fear, where no Fear is. That 


I ſhould have battered a Party; watched by a 
eneral Diſlike, inoffenſive by, want of Num- 
ders, and diſabled from making Diſturbance, 

tho' never ſo willing: If tis expected I ſnould 

have told ſome formidable Stories, (with the 

Proof quite out of ſight,) to deſtroy the Confi- 

dence between Chriſtian Princes of a different 

Communion *; to make Treaties Impracticable, 


l | , » Hiſt. Ref. 
and maim all publick Correſpondence : Tho - if x 10 


| | 15 p. 257. 
twyould ſerve only to make the States of Chri- 


ſtendom regardleſs of each others Intereſt, and 
diſenclined to mutual Defence. T would 
afford the Iuſidels an Opportunity td invade 
the Pale, and deſtroy the Plantations of the 
Apoſtles; To take down the Cry, and ſet 
up the Creſcent, and leave the Muſſulmen and 
Fer- Tinker te ſeramble for the World. In 
fine, If tis a fault not to have ſpent ſome De- 
clamation upon theſe Heads, If ſilence upon 
theſe Topicks are reckon d an omiſſion; I muſt 
own my ſelf guilty, and, which is ſomewhat 
more, I never intend to repent. 
And now having gone through the Objecti- 
ons in his 2 ſhould have ſtop'd here; 
had there not been two Paſſages in his Hiſtory; 
in which I may be ſomething concern d. 
This Learned Hiſtorian bears hard upon Ca- 
vendiſh's Mm y, taxes him with miſreport> 
ing the Battle of Pavia, from thence concludes 
he is little to be depended on, and owns withal, 
pt or followed him too implicitly in bis former 


: 4 


% 


I ſhan't examine at preſent, whether Caven+ Hiſt. Ref. 
diſh and Guicciardine agrec in this Relation: P.. III. 5. 38. 
Let it be granted, the Firſt may be ſomewhat 
in the Wrong; granting this, the Inference 
is by no means concluſiye; For how does it 

5 | | follow _ 


Bo 


Bp. Burnet's 


t Bp. Bultnet's 


| 
{4 


| 
| 
| 
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. 1 e frond by en ass i 
Thouſand Miles diftant, that he is not te h de- to inſert a. = long Conner. 
perided on for Matters of Fact in the ' Family | And Tally, we may wiener; Philpor 7 Was 14-2. 368. 
where he liv'd, and with which he may reuſon- Archdeacon of #77 mncheſter, a Member of the 
Coe be e be non Ny ac vainted? 4 Convocation of Coliſe, and i 5 all likelyhood, 

Was a 55 de from his own Know! He was be- 
eateſ}] fades his Learning, a Perſon of Integrity, Con- 


er Mie | | 9 and Courage; and dart F there ; 
| meftick through ele Ce of his Great t d be any difference {which is more than 
» see Memoirs neſs to his Death v. As for his writing Nen 


appears) 1 — this Gentleman's Relation 
of Cardinal Mano), s this Learned Prelate affirmi there's [and Cranmer's, the Teſtimony of the Arch- 
onen? no) manner of Proof of His being ne b. 


deacon muſt be allow 'd to be altopether as un- 
furniſh'd : On the co „ Bis reciting his ex 


9 as the Archbiſhop's : To Which 
Maſter's Speeches and Di courſes to a conſi- added the Learned Heylin's Obſerva- 
derable le ength, his tracing the Cardinal's For- 


3 That thoſe Antirles were received as the 
tune Steptiy Step, his giving che detail of Oc- Doctrine of the Church of England, For the 
 eurrences with £m Particularity and Oir- ] firſt five Years of Queen Elzaberb's Reign b. Heylin 
8 cumſtance, both with. reſpect to Time and That is, till they were review'd, and ſome- 58 1 . 
other Things; theſe are ſtrong Indications he] what alter d by che Convotation in 1562. Now © © 
wrote upon Momoires, and probably the Car- had they been the Work of a fin bie Hand, 
dinal's, as well as his own. Having ſome- tis not likely their Authori vould have run 
times cited this Gentleman 's Book, I thought | fo high, and that the have paſs d ſo 
my ſelf obliged to do him this Juſtice. e Tor the Belief 4 National Church. 
Our Learned Hiſtorian affirms tis plain, nd which is a farther Confirmation, this 
the. 42 Articles; ſaid in the Title to have been Learned Prelate reports from an Abſtratt of 
agreed on by Biſhops and other learned Men the Convocation- Boot, that the Prolocutor de- 
in the Synod of: erg Ann. 1552, did not} dare to the Upper Houſe that the Articles ſet . 
4 By. Burnet's paſs in Convocation v. Againſt this Aſſertion forth IVA STNOD in King Edward's 7;me, 
j Hiſt. Ref. raiſes an Objettion : And confeſſes, that in were now before a Committee, to be conſider d, 
if e 3 Ro br fr f# Convocation under Quben Mary, the | and if need was, to be corrected by them c, e Bp. Burnet's 
l Pes. xt Prolocutor Weſton charged Philpot, That a whence it ſeems to follow, that this Lower Hil. Refor. 
3 Catechiſm mas pur forth without their conſent. | Houſe of Convocation belicy'd the Articles of ?* III. ). 301. 
ED To this Philpot anſwered on the ſuddain, That | 1552 were paſſed with the Afﬀent of a Synod. 
| | the Houſe had granted an Authority to mate Ec- | And now having nothing farther with our 
9 cleſiaſtical Laws, to certain Per ſons tobe appoint= Learned Hi/torian, I muſt next conſider ſome 
[| | ed by the King's Majeſty. And that what Whs few Things obſery'd upon both my Yolumes 
f ſet forth by them, might woll be ſaid to be dont in| by Biſhop Nichol/on. This Reverend Prelate 
fl the Synod of London, altho the Houſe hau 7% in his Eugliſb H oricai Library a, a, tho he offers à pabliſi d 
„ * Id. p. 211. Notice thereof be yarn Prumulgation *. to diſprove nothing, yet by the manner of his An. 1714. 
! See FOX. To this the Learned Prelate i re plies, Wat |Recital, tis plainly his Meaning to give the 


N phis Anſwer was made on 'the ſuddain 3 that | Reader a Prejudice; and, oint toan unfriendly 
i Philpot did not confider that #he Convocation |Conftruftion of the flages produced. He 
1 bad not agreed to any ſuch Deputation of” 32 | begins with taking Notice, that the Critical 


9 Bp. Burnet, Perſons ſetled by 48 of Parliament . Reader will be apt to obſerve ſome ſpecial Re- 
Ibid, To this it may be return d; 1 f, it does not Hef zonallypuid to the Biſhops of Rome e, © Engliſh Rif. 
5 appear that. Philpot's Anſwer Was laden, or wiſh he had told us what theſe ſdecial Ys 
t he ever retracted it. 9 Nee are. It ſeems they don't lye open to 
24y, This Learned Author foams to wide common View. A Man muſt be a critical 


overlook'd the Force of Phitpor's Argument: | Reader, and furniſh'd with more than ordina- 
He does not inſinuate the Deputation conſiſt . ry Sagacity, to diſcover them. But I han't 
ed of 32 Perſons, and went the Authori- rail'd on the Pope: That's true: To treat a 
ty of an Act of Parliament; for as Biſhop Buys Biſhop and a Prince with courſe Language, 
net rightly obſerves, this Parliamentary Prot. had been a failure both in Decency and Re- 
ſion has no relation to Matters of Doctrine, ligion. But T have ſomerimes call'd him his 
but only to Diſcipline, Canon Law, ard the | Holineſs, and fo does the London Gazetteer, it 
Proceſs of the Eccleſiaſtical Courts; whereas] thay be, more than once every Week. And 
the Articles charg d upon Philpot were a Syſtem | what more harm is there in this, than in 
of Belief. And why might not the Convocu- calling the Kings of France and Spain, the 
tion appoint a Committee for drawing Articles Moſt Chriftian and Catholick ?, 
of this Nature? - 4} This Learned Prelate ſays, T inſinuate that 
This Learned Ptelate args Farthery that 25 of the Modern erroneous -Dofrines of the 
Commer diſowns the ſettling” the Title, and Roman Church were maintain'd here in the 
grants the Book of Articles : to be bis Doings Fa von Times f. How can 1 help it if they bid. 
That is, he had a Hand in the Direction and were? Am J anſwerable for the Helief of the 
Drawing. But that the Book was his fi 255 E Beit * Saxon Church One Thouſand Years 
Performance, can't be inferred from the dcr? ; 
| preflion, and 18 clearly contradicted Dy Phil. I have produced unqueſtionable Authori- 
pat; who informs us, that Biſhop Ridley, a ties for what is reported upon this Head, and 
farve others Divines, had a ſhare in drawing | that's enough. Beſides, 'T have given In- 
: Collier's Ec- up the Carecbifm . Now: that the Article] ſtances in theſe Papers, that {ome Doctrines 
cleſ. Hiſt. were comprehended under the Title of che now held in the Church of Rome, were not 


Vol, II. 7 5 
Sand 1 Catechiſm, is ſuppos'd by this Prelate, and might Te. d here in the Saxon Times: * 2 


Com voc. 


— 


U 


Ibid. 


5 Eccleſ. Hiſt. 


8 | „ 
yol. I. p. 297. King about owmng Pope 


2 


h Engliſh Hiſt. 


Library, Ibid. 


i Eccleſ. Hiſt, 
Vol. I. p. 375. 


Pune. 


The next Remark. for Diſadvantage, is my 
affirming. Archbiſhop Auſtim held the .righ 
Side of the Oleſtion in the 15 65 with the 
have. given good Reaſons for this Aſſertion, 
and am ſtill of the ſame Opinion. But that 
Anſelm's Behaviour in this Sonteſt with 
William Rufus, was becoming a Prelate of bis 
fervent” Zeal, and invintible courage, as Biſho 
1 ſuggeſts, ignore than I have affirm- 


For another Fault (for every Paſſage quoted, 
muſt be ſuppos'd ſuch) Nis e tar Bec- 
ket's Conduct towatd. Henry II. was alſo In- 
nocent, as to any practice againſt the Crown ; 
the Man having atted all along upon a Princi- 
ple of Sincerity h. But here's a miſrecital: 1 
don't ſpeak ſo deciſively as this comes to: M 

Words are theſe, * As 10 any practice Sher 
cc the Crown, he SEEMS Innocent enough. 
&« And he SEEMS. all along to have acted 
« on a Principle of Sincerity i. As for the 
Grounds of this fair Conſtruction they are 
reported at large, and ought to have been 


. diſprov'd before the paſſing a Cenſurr: But 


k Engliſh Riſt. aſſerted) Creatures of the Crown k. To this I | racter; And I am ſorry Matter of Fact will 


Libr. Ibid. 
Eccleſ. Hiſt, 
Pol. I. p. 547. 


ſome critical Readers, I perceive, are apt to 
do ftrange Things. | 


But Edward III's Letter to the Pope (con- 


cerning Proviſions) is ſaid to miſrepreſent mat- 
ter of Fact Since under the Saxon Heptar- 
chy, the Engliſh Biſhops were not (as 1s there 


anſwer, There's a Salvo for the King's Ho- 


nour-premnns'd to this Remark |: And after this 
due Regard, what Crime is it to ſhew a 


Prince, or rather his Miniſters, may be miſta- 
ken in Point of Hiſtory ? Who ever heard! 
of un © I»falhble King? And where the 
Miſtake is not a little unſerviceable to the 


Chriſtian Religion, I conceive an Hiſtarian 


m Id. Vol. I. 
P. 548. 


was miſinform'd about Matter of Fa 
able Authority n. 


Firſt Volume, paſſes on to the Second. 


And here he begins his Complaint, that 


Luther and Calvin, Knox and Fox, are charg'd 


with Miſtakes and Misbehaviour ; that Luther 


n Engliſh Hi,. 
1 2.117, 
18. 


is repreſented as one upon the Verge of Di- 


frrattion n. But theſe are Biſhop 8 
7 


Words, not mine. And as for this Germa 
Divines vaiſing civil Diſturbances in the Em- 


pire, breaking the Chains of the Cannon Law, 


*E ccleſ. Hiſt. 
Vol. II. 


J. AI, 2. 


p Ibid. 
Eccleſ. Hiſt. 
Vol. II. p. 21. 


and going too great à length towards the other 


Extream; There's nothing deliver'd as my, 
own Opinion; I only report what King 
Henry VIII, and Thomas Munter, lay to his 
Charge O Tis true, I blamed Luther for 
great Indecencies, and failing extrayagantly 
in the Regards due to a Crown'd Head ; but: 
this was no more than the Caſe required. p 
This Reformer afterwards recollected himſelf, 
ask'd the King's Pardon, and offer'd à Recan- 
tation p. And would this Reverend Prelate 


have had theſe material Paſſages ſuppreſs'd ? 


Reparation to the King's Honour unrelated ?i 


and Luthers Repentance conceal'd? 
Calvin, not to mention his outraging our 
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Riadet may ſee tore in the Priface to my firlt 


Correſpondenee with chat Incendiary Kues 

careſſes his Inſults of the Government, 55 | 
congratulates his Succeſs 1. Beza cloſes with 4 Calvin pip, 
Knox in, the fame | Pringiples, writes with 285. 

equal Warmthz and pufpies the ſuppreſſing 


Epiſcopaty in a bitter Strüg r. 8443 bop. 
„Ai cue, Queen Eveakeh ape 79. 
Scots againſt heir Sovereign, and aſſiſted i Fu 


a young P rincels, an advis'd to theſe early 


pIHoſtilities by her Council. They told her, 


the ſending Troops againſt the Queen of Scot. 

was no f. cin Vel eee That che 

landing Forces at Leith had made that Side 

the Aggreſſors : That. the French deſign'd 

the Conqueſt of the Iſland, and that our Queen 

had no Way to - preſerve her Dominions, but 

by being aforchand . 5 | Bb. Burnet's 
Whether the Politicks were overſtrained B,. Reform: 
in this Adyice, whether theſe Precautions 1 
were juſtifiable or not, is more than I ſhall pr, Numb. 54. 
determine; However, at the worſt, they were 

not without Face and Colour. But what Au- 

thority could Knox draw from this foreign 

Precedent ? What pretence had this Divine 

to preach up an Inſurrection? To lead on 

the People to the laſt Diſorders of Ravage, _ 
Plunder, and Sacrilege *? Thoſe who know * Spotſwood. 
the Scottiſh Conſtitution, and read their Ads | 
of Parliament, will find ſuch Sallies as thoſe 

plainly unwarrantable. In fine, falſe Princi- 

ples, ſhort Learning, flaming Heat, and ex- 

travagant Aſſurance, are part of Knox's Cha- 


make-it no better. 5 | 

As for Fox, his Temper is ſomewhat better 
3 and I'm willing to believe him a 
of Probity. What he cites from Regi- 
fers and Records, I find no Reaſon to queſtion. 
But then, as Biſhop Burnet obſerves, he might 
be tuo credulous in Writing ſuch Things as 


vere brought him by Report v. However, he By. Burnet's 
oblig'd to diſcover it: And that his ad 
5 18 


was not a Perſon of the deepeſt Penetration. Hiſt. Ref. 


1 


5 | The rough uſage himſelf and his Friends met Part III. 
made good from ſeveral Inſtances of undeni- Gu 


Append. 


with under Queen Mary, ſeems to have p. 394. 


| | ſowred his Humour and given him a Byaſs. 
This Learned Prelate having done with my 


Thus his Zeal ſometimes gets the better of his 
Judgment, and tranſports him to indefenſible 
Conduct. ; . 5 a 
To ſumm up this Matter in a Word or 
two. Upon Luther I ſhall obſerve nothing 
farther z but as to Calvin and the reſt; their 
Reputation has not been ſerviceable in ſome 
Reſpects 3+ neither have their Writings had 
any kind Effect upon the Repoſe of Chri- 
ſtendom. What harm is it then ta report 
their failings, and prevent their doin Mit: 
chief after they are dead ? Theſe 8 
being right in many Things, and Men of a 
rais Charagece, makes their Authority the 
more dangerous when they miſcarry. Why 
then ſhould their Memory be privileg'd from 
Cenſure where they deſerve it? Why ſhould- 
practical Errors, and unprimitive Conduct, lie 
cover'd and conceal'd ? No benevolent Spirit 
in the other World, will thank an Author 
for ſuch Ceremony as this. Unleſs I am 
much.miſtaken, tis the Buſineſs of an Hiſtori- 
an to mark Popular Miſtakes, to keep his 
Reader from being ſurpriz'd with Names of 
Credit, and ſwallowing Diet and Poiſon toge- 


Queen Mary, and calling her Proſerpine, held a! ther: Unleſs the Rocks and Sands are diſco- 
| 4 2 ; | 


. 
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ver'dz 


n 
2 


— — 
* 4 + "has. . 4 
, 


* 9 1 4 


3 ſhould: be given This Prince's' 


1 . = bs | 


5 are 


p . ſurprizing 


e 
"King: Char 10 55 1 4 wort 


proceed. 


5 At Kab wal Cee tho, not wit] outlome Alloy . 
vol. Il. 4 504. But even this is "dlrejuh'd, my 5 Reverend 
*Engliſh Hift. Prelate . He ſeems hi n 


et it can't be denied, the OED 
Houtth'd through his and were left in 
1 and Plenty. * But he t. Ny check at m 

„this King liel with" the Fattion at bis 
_ The W 1th 75 2 Hliſcontented Party 
chat gave broad Sig 


gus of arreſting the Go- 
- vefnment, and rifing upon, the, Laws, may 


- faifly be calbd a Fain: And theſe were the ty 


| People his Majeſty had reduced at his Death; 
But how Io they lay afterwards in this dif: 


abled Poſture, and whether they recoyer'd or 


; po was beyond my Period to examine. 
This Reverend Prelates laſt Obſervation, is 
beyond the reſt.” M has Views 5 
ever, ſays he, © the Author might have at his 
V ſetting out, "tis manifeſt that in this ſecond 
Folume,” his "Buſineſs is to compromiſe Diffe- 
res Beteoben the Churches of England and 
Rome; and 70 eftabliſh. (on the Authority of 
_ our "two Univerſities) a Fundamental Heredi- 
tary Right of Succeſſion 10 the Crown, ſup- © 


5 ne ” : ord by Paſſive Obedience and Non-Refftance J. 
ibr. p. v1 


In anſwer to compromiſing Differences be- 
tween the Churches of England and Rome, I 


need add nothing more than what has been 5 0 g 


already offer d on this Head. 
As Si Paſſive Obedience, as the Gain 


y | of any expreſs Þ 
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i 13 The: I 
eleftive, and yet the Lew 
abſol re 7. i 

ant for e People to rediſi their ä 
b Force. "And: 1 believe it would WY 


Subjefts to leyy an Army, 
ftracy to an 5 confeſs I never heard 


Liberty, and publick Provifion, 
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